
August 9, 2004

Via ECFS

Ms. Marlene Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation:  WC Docket No. 04-141; CC Docket No. 99-301; and 
CC Docket 01-338

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On August 6, 2004, Chris Campbell, Telecommunications Planner for the Vermont Department
of Public Service ("VPSD") met with Ellen Burton, Rodger Woock, Alan Feldman, John Hays, James
Eisner and David Ward of the Industry Analysis and Technology Division, Douglas Webbink of the
International Bureau and Behzad Ghaffari of the Office of Engineering and Technology.  The purpose of
the meeting was to discuss improvements to Form 477 and the importance of broadband data
collection relevant to WC Docket No. 04-141 and CC Docket No. 99-301.  Mr. Campbell provided
copies and reviewed the content of the following documents:  Improving Form 477 (attached) and
Exhibits VPSD 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, which were attached to the VPSD comments in WC Docket No. 04-
141 and CC Docket No. 99-301 filed on June 28, 2004.  The documents summarize the topics
discussed with the identified staff. 

On August 6, 2004, Mr. Campbell met with Matthew Brill, Senior Legal Advisor to
Commissioner Abernathy, and Scott Bergmann, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Adelstein.  The
purpose of the meeting was to discuss the unbundling rules relevant to CC Docket 01-338, as well as
the improvements to Form 477 and the importance of broadband data collection relevant to WC
Docket No. 04-141 and CC Docket No. 99-301.  Mr. Campbell provided copies  and reviewed the
content of the following documents:  Impacts of Unbundling Rule Changes:  Focus on Wholesale
Transport - 3 pages (attached); Vermont Telecommunications Plan—Final Draft, page 4-9 -1
page (attached); Improving FCC Form 477- 7 pages (attached); and Exhibit VPSD 2, which was
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1 Copies of all documents were provided to Mr. Brill at the time of the meeting.  A copy of Impacts of
Unbundling Rule Changes:  Focus on Wholesale Transport was provided to Mr. Bergmann at the
time of the meeting and all other identified documents were provided subsequently via electronic mail on
August 9.

attached to the VPSD comments in WC Docket No. 04-141 and CC Docket No. 99-301 filed on
June 28, 2004.1  The documents summarize the topics discussed with Mr. Brill and Mr. Bergmann.  

On August 9, 2004, Mr. Campbell met with Daniel Gonzalez, Senior Legal Advisor to
Commissioner Martin by telephone.  The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the unbundling rules
relevant to CC Docket 01-338, as well as the improvements to Form 477 and the importance of
broadband data collection relevant to WC Docket No. 04-141 and CC Docket No. 99-301.  They
discussed the previously identified documents Impacts of Unbundling Rule Changes: Focus on
Wholesale Transport, Vermont Telecommunications Plan—Final Draft -page 4-9, Improving
FCC Form 477, and Exhibit VPSD 2, which was attached to the VPSD comments in WC Docket
No. 04-141 and CC Docket No. 99-301 filed on June 28, 2004.  Mr. Campbell provided Mr.
Gonzales with electronic copies of each of those documents.  The documents summarize the topics
discussed with Mr. Gonzalez.

This notice is filed electronically in accordance with the Commission’s ex parte rules in
the above-referenced dockets. 

Sincerely,

/s/ Dixie Henry

Dixie Henry
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Impacts of Unbundling Rule 
Changes

Focus on Wholesale 
Transport

Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Transport Alternatives in Vermont

l Little obvious indication of any market for wholesale 
transport between Verizon C.O.s in Vermont currently.

l Creating alternative transport networks will take time.
l Currently Verizon and CLECs in dispute over whether 

Verizon is obligated any more to offer transport at UNE 
prices (or at all, in the case of dark fiber).

l A sudden removal or price increase in transport could 
seriously impact local competition and broadband 
deployment.
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

New UNE Rulemaking

l The FCC should not use all “one size fits all”
approach when considering new rules for 
unbundled transport.  It should make 
allowances for markets that do not yet have 
real wholesale competition.
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Improving FCC Form 477

Presented to the FCC  by 
Christopher Campbell for the 
Vermont Department of Public 
Service August 6, 2004

Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Broadband Availability

l Asking respondents to distinguish between 
fully and partially served ZIP codes is 
essential.

l It is not necessary to collect customer 
numbers by ZIP code to do this. 
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Broadband Availability

l Asking about the extent of availability does not 
need to be burdensome.

l Even if a carrier must report extent of service in 
a ZIP code is “unknown,” this has value. 

Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Broadband Availability

l Asking only if there is at least one customer per ZIP is 
losing power to identify underserved areas.

% of ZIP Codes with at Least One High Speed Subscriber

88.0%50.1%15-25 persons per 
sq. mi.

Density

10.9 points

98.9%

Dec. 2003Dec. 2000

48.1 pointsDifference

98.2%> 3,147 persons 
per sq. mi.
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Broadband Availability

l Experience in Vermont shows FCC is getting 
incomplete broadband picture.

Areas Lacking Broadband in Vermont

MeasureDate

25%
% of population no with 
access to mass-market 
broadband

Summer-
Fall 2003

State of 
Vermont

4%% of ZIP codes with no 
broadband lines reported

Dec. 2003FCC

Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Broadband Price

l Price is the key to defining mass-market 
broadband service.

l Asking about availability of broadband service 
below some price threshold is important to 
understanding if comparable services are 
available between areas.
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Vt. Dept. of Public Service

Reporting Thresholds

l Getting a truer picture of the state of 
broadband and local competition will help 
regulators have more confidence about when 
to relax legacy regulation.
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Table 4.12:

Telephone companies serving the nonresidential 
market

What company provides the largest 
number of telephone lines?

Percent

Verizon 72.1

VTel 4.5

Waitsfeld and Champlain Valley Telecom 4.2

SoVerNet 3.0

Lightship 3.0

Fairpoint 2.4

TDS 2.0

MCI 1.2

AT & T 1.2

Telcove 1.0

Topsham 0.5

Shoreham 0.2

Franklin 0.2

CTC 0.2

Other 3.0

Refused 1.0

Table 4.13:
Telephone companies serving the residential market

What company provides your 
local telephone service?

Percent

Verizon 75.6

VTel 5.7

MCI 5.0

Waitsfield Champlain Valley Telecom 5.0

TDS 2.2

AT & T 1.7

Shoreham 1.5

Fairpoint 0.5

SoVerNet 0.2

Topsham 0.2

Other 1.2

Don't Know 1.0

ccampbell
From a Nov. 2003 telephone survey conducted for the  Vermont Department of Public Service.  Highlighted entries are CLECs.
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